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Toronto,  11  Nov.,  1913 


Mr.  L.  M.  Ellis, 

Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 

Dept,  of  Natural  Resources, 

Calgary,  Alta. 

Dear  Mr.  Ellis: 

I  have  your  letter  of  November  1,  and  am  much 
obliged  for  the  interest  it  shows  in  your  alma  mater . 

If  I  did  not  know  my  critic  thoroughly,  outside  and  inside, - 
as  only  a  teacher  can  -  I  would  be  more  disturbed  than  I  am.  I  know 
the  narrowness  of  my  critic's  perspective,  which  prevents  him  from 
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recognizing  things  at  the  horizon,  only  taking  in  thigs  in  the  im- 

A 

mediate  neighborhood.  A  school,  which  has  turned  out  Christies, 
Finlaysons,  McFaydens,  Camerons,  Dwights,  Gilmours,  and  Ellis's, 
does  not  need  to  be  ashamed,  When  a  man  can  in  two  years  secure 
such  a  prominent  position  as  the  Assistant  Superintendent  in  the 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  of  the  C.P.R.,  he  ought  to  be  satis¬ 
fied  with  his  training.  You  have  no  doubt  done  much  for  yourself  by 
your  own  effort;  perhaps  you  have  forgotten  my  remarks  about  the 
University  being  only  an  opportunity  for  self  education. 

The  one  disingenuous  part  of  your  criticism  is  that  your 
judgment  is  based  on  seven  men,  six  of  whom  were  freshmen,  and  by  no 
means  the  best  ones,  and  one  a  man  whom  we  would  not  allow  to  graduate. 
Is  that  fair?  What  must  one  think  of  your  judgment?  These  are  no 
products  of  our  school,  but  raw  material ,  and  it  may  very  well  happen 
that  you  secured  better  ra w  material  from  the  United  States  than  from 
Canada.  The  one  graduate  you  have,  or  had  in  your  employ,  you  know 


very  well,  is  a  good  boy,  but  rather  weak  in  the  direction  in  which 
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you  rant  to  use  him  -  another  failure  in  judgment!  The  reason  why 
you  have  not  more  of  our  good  men  -  they  turn  out  variously  in  spite 
of  all  efforts!  -  is  that  they  are  wise  enough  not  to  accept  positions 
with  you,  as  long  as  tetter  employers  call  for  them. 

Nevertheless,  your  criticism  is  not  entirely  wrong,  I  have 
long  ago  recognized  our  deficiencies,  and,  if  I  had  had  the  money  and 
men  to  remove  them,  they  would  have  been  corrected. 

Now,  the  subjects  which  you  recognize  as  most  important,  and 
which  you  call  practical  because  they/can  be  utilized  immediately  for 
securing  bread  and  butter,  and  in  which  you  find  cur  men  deficient, 
are  mensuration,  protection,  utilization  and  engineering  -  the  subjects 
which  fall  to  Mr.  Ross.  How  in  the  same  breath  you  can  find  fault 
with  our  men  in  these  subjects  and  praise  the  man  who  is  responsible 
for  the  failure  ’’beats  me”.  I  may  tell  you,  in  confidence,  that  I 
have  taken  the  first  step  to  improve  in  this  direction,  and  that, 
if  I  can  get  tne  money  to  employ  a  competent  man  we  will  expand  in  the 
engineering  direction  without  reducing  "the  absurd  dendrological  and 
fanciful  German  silvicultural  practice  promulgated." 

It  v/ould  lead  me  too  far  to  discuss  educational  values  and 
many  other  points  that  your  letter  raises.  I  may  only  add  that  I 
always  welcome  criticism  properly  based.  Unfortunately,  criticism 
is  always  easier  than  improvement,  on  account  of  practical  difficulties 
which  the  critic  does  not  realize. 

Come  again! 


Yours  very  truly. 


Address  e  p  l  y  to 

B.  E.  Fernow, 
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Personal. 

J •  H.  White ,  Esq. , 

Lecturer  In  Forestry, 

University  of  Toronto, 

Toronto,  Ont. 

Dear  Mr.  White:** 

I  write  to  you  regarding  a  matter  that • concerns 
us  vitally,  and  also,  I  have  no  doubt,  the  future  of  your  school 
to  a  certain  extent  if  your  men  are  to  become  successful  in 
practical  forest  logging  engineering  in  Western  Canada. 

You  have  a  very  capable  man  on  your  staff  in  charge 
of  the  mensuration  and  allied  subjects,  Mr.  Ross.  If  Mr.  Ross 
is  given  half  a  chance  he  will  produce  the  right  kind  of  students. 

In  all  our  experience  with  Toronto  men  we  have  no 
word  of  criticism  to  make  regarding  the  amount  of  knowledge  they 
gained  while  at  Toronto.  It  is  not  in  what  they  know,  it  is  in 
what  thev  don*t  know  that  is  at  fault,  and  that  is  not  the  fault 
of  the  lecturers,  it  is  the  fault  of  the  absence  of  proper 
subjects  from  the  corriculum* 

I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  Mr.  Ross  is  very 
capable  and  efficient,  and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  there  could 
not  be  a  better  man  in  his  place* 


1 


J.H.W.  -2- 


If  the  institution  would  give  Mr.  Ross  a  proper  scope 
and  opportunity  to  develope  subjects  which  I  know  to  my  own 
knowledge  he  has  advocated  the  introduction  of  in  the  school, 
and  he  the  only  man  who  realized  that  these  subjects  should  be 
introduced,  you  would  turn  out  a  class  of  men  that  would  be 
second  to  none  on  the  continent. 

There  is  not  one  man  who  has  left  Toronto  who  is  not 
a  loyal  supporter  of  Mr.  Ross.  I  know  there  would  he  a  lot  of 
bitter  feeling  aroused  if  Mr.  Ross  is  not  getting  a  proper  chance. 


Yours  truly. 


ime/s. 


AssTt  Supt.  of  Forestry. 


University  of  Toronto 


Faculty  of  forestry 


December  27,1913. 


R  .A  .Falconer  ,Litt  .D  .  ,L  ,L.D  . , 


President  of  the  University  of  Toronto, 


Dear  Sir  : - 


As  a  colleague  whose  whole  future  is  seriously 


affected  by  the  charges  laid  before  you  by  Dean  Pernow,  I 
feel  that  I  am  entitled  to  an  opportunity  of  replying  to  t 
them  on  my  own  behalf  and  must  therefore  ask  you  to  be  good 
enough  to  let  me  have  copies  of  them. 


Meantime , permit  me  to  say  that  during  the  last  four 


years  I  have  become  thoroughly  familiar  with  forest  conditions 
in  Western  Canada, where  78 %  of  our  graduates  have  found  per¬ 
manent  employment , and  for  over  three  years  have  known  of  a 


growing  dissatisfaction  with  the  curriculum  at  Toronto^  and 


have  even  suggested  improvements  in  certain  directions  which, 
have  never  been  acted  upon. 


My  views  regarding  the  changes  necessary  for  our 


men  to  hold  their  own  with  the  graduates  of  other  Forest 
Schools  are  endorsed  by  graduates  of  this  School  who  have 
been  in  the  field  long  enough  to  find  out  for  themselves 
what  subjects  are  of  most  use  to  them, and  also  by  practically 
every  employer  of  our  men  in  the  country. 


Consequently , this  whole  question  is  of  sufficient 


public  interest  to  warrant  a  complete  investigation  of  the 
charges  brought^ forward  by  Dean  Fernow. 


Believe  me , 


Yoi  1  ‘  “ 


December  30th,  1913 


A.  H.  D.  Ross  Esq*, 

faculty  of  Forestry 

University  of  Toronto 
Dear  Mr  Ross; 

Dean  Fernow  has  not  laid  before  me  any  written  charges 
which  I  could  forward  to  you,  as  you  request.  The  reason 
that  he  has  for  recommending  that,  at  the  end  of  the  present 
academic  year,  you  withdraw  from  the  Faculty  of  Forestry  is 
that  the  results  of  your  work  in  the  Department  during  the 
seven  years  that  you  have  been  connected  with  it  have  not  been 
sufficiently  satisfactory  to  make  it  advisable  that  you  should 
be  given  a  permanent  appointment  on  the  Staff.  This  opinion 
he  has  formed  by  careful  consideration  of  evidence  from  many 
sources.  He  agrees  with  you  that  the  course  should  be 
strengthened,  but  holds  that  this  should  be  done  on  the  practical 
side,  which  is  covered  by  your  own  subjects,  and  that  for  this 
purpose  an  effort  should  be  made  to  secure  a  teacher  with  greater 
experience  of,  and  aptitude  for .practical  work  than  you  possess. 

In  view  of  the  position  taken  by  Dean  Fernow,  after  long 
and  careful  consideration  of  the  evidence  which  he  has  submitted 
to  me,  I  must  say  that  I  concur,  though  it  is  with  regret,  in 
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the  judgment  that  he  has  formed,  and,  as  I  told  you  a  little 
while  ago,  I  have  informed  you  of  the  fact  at  this  time  that 
there  is  no  likelihood  of  your  being  re-appointed  at  the  first 
of  next  July,  in  order  that  you  may  have  time  to  consider  v/hat 
other  position  you  may  turn  to  at  the  close  of  our  present 
academic  year. 

rfo  write  to  you  this  way  is  to  me  a  very  painful  necessity, 
hut  I  do  not  see  any  other  way  out  of  the  matter. 

Y/ith  kind  regards,  I  am 

Yours  sincerely. 


President • 


-Bt-Et-Fe-W-NOWi 


University  of  Toronto 
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Faculty  of  Forestry 


January  29,1914. 

R.A.Falconer,Litt .  D.,L.L.D., 

President  of  the  University  of  Toronto, 

Dear  President  Falconer  :- 

In  your  letter  of  December  30th  you 
state  that  the  ground  taken  by  Dean  Far now  is  that  my  work 
has  not  been  sufficiently  satisfactory  to  warrant  my  perman¬ 
ent  appointment  on  the  Staff. 

You, of  course,  realise  that  this  affair  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  me  in  my  professional  c-areer, and  will 
readily  understand  my  refusal  to  have  my  whole  future  destroyed 
by  such  an  indefinite  statement  as  this- --coming, as  it  does, 
from  a  man  who  has  shown  himself  hostile  to  me  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  ai  d  whose  opinions  are  well  known  to  be  mor^  or 
less  biased  at  times.  Consequently,!  ask  you  to  give  your 
most  careful  attention  to  my  statement  of  this  whole  matter. 

I  note  Dean  Fernow*  s  admission  that  the  Forestry 
course  at  Toronto  should  be  strengthened  ©.long  practical  lines, 
but  resent  most  strongly  his  attempt  to  shift  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  for  this  weakness  to  my  shoulders.  In  this  connection, 

I  recall  a  paragraph  from  your  letter  of  February  loth, 1912, 

to  the  Hon.  W.R.Ross , Minister  of  Lands  at  Victoria,B  .C  . , in 

// 

which  you  said  :-  Dr.  Fernow  informs  me  that  Hr.  Ross  has 
greatly  broadened  in. the  last  two  years, and  through  his  em¬ 
ployment  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  the  last  two 
summers  has  gained  an  insight  into  British  Columbia  conditions, 
and  into  practical  woods  operations  which  should  stand  him 
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stand  him  in  good  stead  in  the  position  for  which  he  is 
applying  "•  Would  it  not , therefore ,  he  reasonable  to  xx 
assume  that  the  two’  summers  spent  in  British  Columbia  since 
then  have  placed  me  in  even  a  better  position  to  impart 
instruction  at  Toronto  ?  Bor  reasons  best  known  to  himself, 
however,  Bean  Fernow  now  tells  me  that  he  is  dissatisfied. 
Under  such  circumstances  as  these, the  only  course  left  open 
to  me  is  to  present  my  own  side  of  the  case  for  your 
consideration . 

At  the  outset, let  me  state  that  the  subjects  xxxix 
assigned  m«  are  those  of  Forest  Mensuration  (  including 
Mapping , Timber  Estimating, Growth  Studies ,  etc  ) ;  Fores*.  Uoi- 
lizaixon  (  including  Logging , Milling  &  Manufacturing) ; and 
Forest  Protection.  From  the  nature  of  these  subjects, 

it  is  very  evident  that  they  cannot  uc  caught  satisfactorily 
in  the  class  room.  The  time  allowed  for  the  LECTURES  in 
these  subjects  has  always  be..n  sufficient , but  both  the  men 
and  myself  have  always  been  tremendously  handicappe^e cause 
THERE  HAS  FEVER  BEEF  SUFFICIENT  Til®  FOR  FIELB  PRACTICE. 

Both  the  members  of  the  Forestry  Staff  and  many  of  n  e  grad¬ 
uates  know  that  I  have  always  advocated  the  extension  of  the 
time  allowed  for  the  field  training  of  our  men.  Everybody 
connected  witn  forestry  matters  in  Canada  knows  that  this 
has  been  the  weakness  of  the  course  at  Toronto  and  quite  a 
number  also  know  that  Dr.  Fernow  himself  is  responsible  for 
this  weakness.  During  the  last  three  years  some  of  our  men 
have  asked  me  to  urge  the  importance  of  this  upon  Dean  Fernow^ 

and  also  to  press  for  a  decent  course  in  Surveying. 


Furthermore , at  a  meeting  of  practically  all  the 
employers  of  our  graduates  (  held  here  last  January.) ,  the 
gentlemen  present  were  very  outspoken  regarding  the  inabil¬ 
ity  of  our  men  to  do  practical  surveying  and  their  almost 
total  rack  of  engineering  knowledge.  Dean  Fernow  and  the 
rest  of  the  gentlemen  present  at  that  meeting  know  that  (for 
the  fourth  time  in  five  years  )  I  again  offered  to  take  over 
part  of  this  work  and  become  responsible  for  it.  This, at 
any  rate, shows  my  interest  in  the  welfare  of  our  students. 

During  the  last  four  years  I  have  become  familiar 
with  forest  conditions  in  both  western  Canada  and  the  Pacific 
northwestern  States, and  am  therefore  in  an  unusually  good 
position  to  know  the  requirements  of  our  forestry  students. 
Besio.es  this , personal  acquaintance  with  a  number  of  the 
lecturers  and  professors  o^he  forest  schools  at  New  Haven, 

Ann  Arbor, Madison,  Minneapolis  and  Seattle  has  enabled  me 
to  learn  their  views  regarding  the  amount  of  field  training 
considered  necessary  to  prepare  students  for  forestry  work, 
and  in  every  case  I  find  they  lay  far  greater  stress  upon 
it  than  is  done  at  Toronto. 

During  the  summer  of  1910  I  had  five  of  our  own 
students  with  me  in  British  Columbia  doing  work  for  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  in  1911  directed  the  work  of 
ten  of  them.  Besides  this,  I  have  secured  permanent  employ¬ 
ment  for  three  of  our  graduates  with  this  company  and  tem¬ 
porary  employment  for  seven  oxL-uigh-er  during  the  last  two  years. 
During  the  past  summer  the  C  .P  .R  employed  between  75  and  80 
men  in  the  field- -nearly  all  of  whom  were  from  Ameriaan  Forest 
Schools  because  they  find  these  men  better  trained  in  field 
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work  than  those  from  Toronto  are,  and  this  in  spite  of  the  fact 
that  the  Assistant-Superintendent  is  himself  a  graduate  o^»6ur 
School.  This  should  not  he  the  case,  and  with  proper  emphasis 
placed  upon  the  training  of  our  men  in  the  field  it  would, 
not  he  the  case. 

How, as  regards  Dean  Pernow's  contention  that  I  am 
responsible  for  the  weakness  we  all  so  much  regret, lot  me  say 
that  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  write  a  number  of  the  men 
|  engaged  in  practical  field  work, telling  them  that  fault  has 
been  found  with  my  work  and  asking  them  to  be  perfectly  frank 
with  me  in  any  criticism  they  have  to  make.  So  far,  we  have 
graduated  28  men.  Leaving  out  6  whdt  are  employed  in  office 
work  and  Mr.  J .H .White , who  is  a  member  of  our  own  staff, leaves 
21  men  engaged  in  field  work  and  consequently  in  a  position 
to  judge  regarding  the  character  of  the  instruction  received. 

I  have  not  written  any  of  those  who  are  engaged  in  office 
work  and  have  studiously  avoided  any  discussion  of  the  matter 
with  undergraduates.  To  convince  you  of  the  fact  that  I 
have  gone  about  this  matter  in  a  fair  and  gentlemanly  manner 
I  will  show  you  the  carbon  copies  of  my  letters  to  those  who 
have  replied.  Naturally , a  number  of  the  men  written  did  not 
reply  at  all, because  they  do  not  wish  to  become  involved  in 
another  man's  quarrel  .  These  young  men  have  their  way  to 
make  in  the  world, and  when  it  comes  to  recommendations  for 
promotion  they  will  naturally  refer  to  the  Dean, whom  they 
must  not  antagonize  now  by  criticising  the  course  laid  down. 
Dor  the  same  reason, a  number  of  those  who  have  replied  ask 
to  have  their  names  witheld  from  Dean  Pernow  but  are  willing 
that  their  letters  should  be  shown  to  you  on  condition  that 
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you  do  not  divulge  them.  A  couple  of  these  men  have  even 
told  me  to  make  any  use  I  wish  of  their  letters. 

So  far, I  have  received  replies  from  thirteen  men, 
every  one  '.of  whom  states  that  I  am  in  no  way  to  blame  for  the 
lack  of  field  training  received  during  their  undergraduate 
course.  On  the  contrary , some  of  them  are  quite  outspoken 
in  placing  the  responsibility  upon  Dean  Eernow  himself , in 
not  allowing  sufficient  time  for  it.  In  this  connection, I 
would  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  has  always  been 
the  Dean  himself  who  has  drawn  up  the  schedule  for  field 
work  in  spring  an all  practice  camps, and  that  I  have  always 
carried  it  out  as  fully  as  time  permitted. 

How, as  regards  my  lecture  work  :- 
Everyone  knows  that  there  is  no  audience  as  critical  as 
a  class  of  college  men; and  also  that  the  man  most  vitally 
concerned  is  usually  the  last  to  be  informed  of  his  eccentri¬ 
cities  and  shortcomings.  Consequently,!  am  not  at  all  sur¬ 
prised  to  have  two  replies  criticising  my  method  of  impart¬ 
ing  instruction  in  the  class  room.  I  not  only  asked  for 
such  criticism  hut  even  urged  the  men  to  let  me  know  along 
what  lines  they  thought  my  work  might  be  improved. 

Two  of  the  men  who  replied  criticise  my  work  in 
the  class  room  and  I  have  written  them  thanking  them  for  it. 
One  of  them  writes  "  I  felt  very  much  as  if  I  would  like 

to  be  silent  on  the  matter, yet  , if  I  were  it  would  not  be 

"  ••  —  % 

giving  you  a  square  deal .  As  far  as  the  correctness  of  what 

you  taught  (  is  concerned), I  have  no  fault  to  find, yet  in 
some  places  there  was  not  quite 


enough  of  it .  A  delving 
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deeioer  in  some  points  and  an  extension  in  others  might  have 
been  an  improvement.  Yet, I  have  very  little  to  complain  of 
in  that  direct ion, neither  have  I  had  to  unlearn  anything 
that  you  taught.  Your  system  and  manner  of  teaching  did  noL 
appeal  to  me  as  a  student, yet  I  think  that  you  handed  out 

most  of  the  "dope"  to  us  - "  Where  we’re  weak  is 

in  the  Surveying - the  course  given  to  the  Forestry  students 

is  a  disgrace _ .  I  do  not  think  that  it  was  the  fault  of 

the  S.P.S.  Professor  that  taught  us, but  think  that  he  has 
never  been  told  what  we  need  and  what  to  teach  us 
(2)  The  other  man  says  "  I  must  confess  that  I  did  not 

like  to  participate  in  this  affair  at  all, but  you  have  stated 
your  case  in  such  a  candid  and  impartial  manner  that  I  see 

now  that  I  was  wrong". -  "  More  time  should  be  devoted 

to  field  work  in  Mensuration  and  Utilisation  and  the  course 

in  Surveying  is  not  sufficient". - —  -  "  Everyone  knows 

that  you  have  worked  real  bard  to  obtain  information  that 
you-  thought  would  be  of  service  to  us.  The  trouble  has 
been  that  this  mass  of  information  has  not  been  sifted. 

There  was  too  ,  much  chaff  along  with  the  wheat.  Perhaps  we 
are  to  blame  for  not  taking  it  all  and  sifting  it  out; cer¬ 
tainly  we  are  not  blameless.  I  realize  that  lack  of  time 
has  doubtless  hampered  you  considerably.  It  is  so  easy  to 
criticise , and  perhaps  we  do  not  see  the  difficulties  of  the 
case  "  . 

This  criticism  applies  to  Forest  Utilization, in 
which  subject  I  am  trying  to  handle  work  included  in  THREE 
courses  in  the  Forest  School  at  Seattle.  See  Bulletin  72, 

Part  6  --  pp  17  &  19  for  outline  of  these  subjects. 
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I  have  often  thought  that  the  Heads  of  Departments 
should  let  their  colleagues  know  of  criticisms  being  made  on 
their  work  and  ,  in  a  nice  wajr,  suggest  means  of  improving  it. 

In  my  own  case, I  recall  only  one  instance  in  which  such  a 
suggestion  ?/as  made.  In  that  case  I  asked  for  it,  and  doubt¬ 
less  would  have  asked  for  more  helpful  criticism  were  it  not 
for  the  fact  that  that  I  have  been  persistently  ignored  in 
many  small  ways.  At  first  I  tried  to  convince  myself  that 
I  was  foolishly*  sensitive  about  the  matter, but  it  soon  be¬ 
came  evident  that  outsiders  noticed  it  and  were  talking  about 
it . 

One  reason  for  this  is  doubtless  due  to  my  emphatic 
protest  against  the  Dean's  proposal  to  exempt  a  certain  man 
from  examination  in  two  of  my  subjects.  Occasionally  he  ex¬ 
empts  men  from  examination  in  some  of  his  own  subjects, but  I 
feel  that  he  has  no  right  whatever  to  exempt  men  from  exami¬ 
nation  in  subjects  taught  by  other  members  of  the  staff. 

As  far  as  I  can  learn, this  is  not  done  in  other  Faculties 
and  such  action  on  Dean  Fernow' s  part  causes  dissatisfaction 
in  the  student  body. 

Another  contributing  Sector  is  probably  due  to  my 
criticism  of  the  curriculum  itself , but  it  should  be  remem¬ 
bered  that  I  have  the  best  interests  of  our  graduates  quite 
as  much  at  heart  as  Dean  Fernow  himself.  If  this  were  not 
the  case  I  certainly  would  not  suggest  changes  which  assuredly 
must  be  made  if  our  graduates  are  to  hold  their  own  with  those 
from  other  Forest  Schools. 

T>iat  animosity  certainly  exists  towards  myself  is 
proved  by  the  fact  that  a  year  ago  Dean  Fernow  secretly  tried 


to  exercise  a  censorship  over  a  bulletin  I  had  prepared  for 
the  Dominion  Forestry  Branch, of  which, Sir , you  already  know 

the  details. 

One  of  our  graduates , now  Forest  Supervisor  of  a 
Dominion  Forest  Reserve, writes  as  follows: - 

(3)  "  As  a  rule , complaints  are  individual, and  if  a  few 
such  are  to  he  taken  as  a  reason  for  special  inquiry  into 
certain  courses  of  instruction, then  I  have  heard  enough  during 
my  four  years  to  have  every  course  which.  I  received  at  School 

brought  up  for  inquiry". -  "  Considering  the  class|>f 

1912,1  think  that  the  course  of  instruction  in  Mensuration, 
Protection  and  Utilization  were  as  satisfactory  as  the  other 
courses  of  instruction.  The  imperfections  in  your  subjects 
sr<»  due  to  lack  of  practical  work.  During  my  four  years  I 
have  heard  and  seen  you  endeavouring  to  get  more  time  for 
practical  or  field  instruction, andfexpected  to  have  seen  a 
change  made  before  now" .  -  "  I  would  attribute  any  dis¬ 

satisfaction  in  3/our  courses  to  personal  prejudice  or  to  a 
lack  of  ability  to  grasp  the  subject  ". 

(4)  Another  Supervisor  in  the  Dominion  Forest  Service 
says  : -  "As  far  as  the  Utilization  and  Mensuration  are  con¬ 
cerned,!  think  we  art  weak  there , although  the  blame, as  I 

it, could  not  in  any  way  b 3  laid  to  you.  The  lecture  courses 
were  splendid, but  what  we  needea  most  was  field  work  under 
good  instructors.  Field  instruction  in  ihese  subjects  is  of 
the  greatest  importance.  The  lack  of  it  is  one  of  the  prin¬ 
cipal  weaknesses  of  a  Toronto  Grad1, and  I  think  th*>  blame  for 
this  is  distributed  over  the  whole  Staff.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  you  have  been  keen  on  seeing  more  field  work  put  into 
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thc  course,  and  if  you  had  succeeded  we  in.  Government 
T-culd  certainly  be  better  able  to  -handle  our  work 

(5)  Another  man, now  Forest  Supervisor  of  an  important 

District  in  British  Columbia,  writes  "  Regarding  the 

work  taught  by  3^ourself,I  can  honestly  and  candidly  s'oate 
that  it  was  good, and  the  subjects  taught  are  ones  mostly  used 
b y  freshly  graduated  men  who  are  usually  first  employed  on 
Forest  Surveys ,  Cruising ,  etc  •  In  this  work  I  have,  never  had 

any  fault  to  find  With  Mensuration  as  taught  by  yourself , nor 

V> 

with  Forest  Description  and  allied  subjects  taught  by  Dr.  Hows  . 
u 

If  one  required  in  his  work  more  advanced  training 
in  his  Mensuration, he  had  from  Toronto  sufficient  grounding 
in  the  subject  to  go  ahead  and  study  further  by  himself  the 
treatises  got  out  by  Arne  rican  specialists  in  this  line, which 
is,  I  think, sufficient  proof  that  the  work  at  Toronto  was 
well  handled" . 

(6)  Another  graduate  writes  : -  "  Since  receiving  your 

letter  I  have  questioned  various  students  who  are  HOW  taking 
classes  from  you, as  to  whether  they  are  satisfied  with  their 
work.  Without  exception  they  all  stated  that  they  thought 
they  were  receiving  a  good  line  of  •dope'  ". - - - 

"  In  ray  opinion, the  secret  of  any  deficiency  along  these 
lines(M  ration  &  Utilization)  lies  in  the  fact  that  too 
little  time  has  been  given  to  field  demonstration .  All  prac- 

c 

tical  subjects  demand  such  11 . 

(7)  Aiother  graduate  in  the  Dominion  Service  writes 

"  I  might  say  that  many  of  us  knew  there  was  ill  feeling  on 
the  Dean’s  part  towards  you, but  wo  navor  knew  the  particulars 
on  which  he  based  his  displeasure.  I, for  one, have  always 


-10- 


considered  you  a  competent  instructor  and  am  quite  sure  that 
you  could  obtain  a  similar  statement  from  most  of  the  follows 
who  know  you  and  had  work  under  you.  I  recall  one  state¬ 

ment  , in  connection  with  your  lectures  on  Forest  Protection, 
in  1911, made  by  one  of  the  3rd.  Year  men--"  Ross  certainly  has 

/  v 

the  dope  and  puts  it  in  30 od  form". -  "  To  express 

ny  views  concisely, I  never  had  any  'kick  to  make  as  to  the 
work  I  had  under  you  and  truthfully  believe  the  majority  of 
the  men  I  knew  in  the  School  considered  that  you  were  0  com¬ 
petent  instructor  in  the  subjects  given  to  you  ". 

(8)  Another  graduate , with  plenty  of  field  experience, 

writes  "I  want  to  assure  you  that  I  certainly  have  no 
fault  to  find  with  the  manner  in  which  you  taught  your  subjects. 
I  think, however , that  there,*  was  not  nearly  enough  time  allowed 
!Tor  1.  The tf  are  among  the  most  practical  subjects  of  the 
course  and  are  subjects  in  which  all  foresters  in  this  country 
should  be  well  grounded.  There  is  one  subject  that  is 

particularly  weak  at  Toronto, and  that  is  Surveying.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  forestry  students  got  nearly  enough  instruction 
in  this  course ; at  least  they  did’nt  when  I  was  there  and  from 
what  I  have  gathered  it  is  not  much  better  yet". 

(9)  Another  graduate, now  Forest  Supervisor  of  a  large 

District  in  British  Columbia, writes  :-  "  I  cannot  see, Mr. 

Ross, where  you  are  to  blame  for  the  engineering  part  of  the 
course , since, if  I  remember  rightly,you  did  all  you  could  for 

us  in  the  Mensuration  lectures -  going  over  a  great  deal 

of  the  engineering  work  that  the  S.P.S.  work  was  supposed  to 
have  given  us.  The  Dean  himself  is  weak  in  eng  in  :sring ,  and 
naturally  never  gave  it  its  proper  nlace  in  the  course , and 
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while  I  would  have  "been  sorry  to  have  missed,  any  of  his 
theoretical  work,  still  I  would,  have  been  "better  satisfied  if 
we  had  received  a  more  thorough  course  in  elementary  eng'-neariig 

-  ii  Regarding  the  Mensuration  and  Utilization  courses. 

I  haven't  any  "kick”  to  make.  As  practical  sub j octs , they  ars 
naturally  hard  to  teach  in  the  lecture  room, and, on  looking 
hack, I  can  see  how  you  must  have  h  -en  handicapped  "by  the  lack 
of  elementary  engineering  knowledge  found  in  the  average  student 
If  you  wore  given  a  chance, when  in  the  hush  , to  spend  all 
your  time  on  the  timber  itself  instead  of  practically  teach¬ 
ing  every  lan  to  run  a  compass, and  thus  wasting  time  on  work 
that  should  have  "been  learned  in  the  S .P  .S, then, I  "believe 
there  would  he  no  doubt  about  the  success  of  the  Mensuration 
course  as  taught  by  you  " . 

(10)  Still  another  man  writes  "  Your  letter  of  1Toy. 

9th  received, and  I  must  say  that  I  was  greatly  surprised  at 

its  contents  -  "  I  regret  that  my  opinion  of  the 

curriculum  would  not  carry  much  weight, but  I  honestly  do  not 
think  that  your  work  was  below  the  general  standard". - 

"  3To  one  could  have  been  more  conscientious  in  his  work  than 
you, and  the  only  suggestion  that  I  can  offer  is  that  there  be 
more  practical  work  in  Mensuration  and  reports  in  Utilization  ". 

(11)  Another  of  our  men, who  has  already  made  his 

mark  in  the  B  .0  .Forest  Service, says  :-  "  The  teaching  of 

any  nww  profession  in  a  country  as  young  as  this, is, to  say  the 
least, very  difficult  work.  This  is  especially  so  with  those 
branches  of  the  profession  dealing  with  field  work, which  is 
influenced  to  a  great  extent  by  local  conditions , and  which  is 
put  to  immediate  use  by  all  foresters , and  it  is  on  our  field 
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work  that  we  are  mainly  judged  .  I  therefore  think  that 
mensuration, cruising, mapping, surveying, scaling  and  engineering 
are  not  only  more  important  hut  also  more  difficult  to  teach 
than  more  theoretical  subjects  which  are  treated  more  fully 
in  forestry  literature.  As  you  well  know,  the  above  mentioned 
subjects  can  be  both  taught  and  learned  to  best  advantage  by 
experience  and  practice.  If , therefore , the  Toronto  graduates 
are  not  as  well  equipped  for  present  conditions  as  they  should 
be  (  which  I  think  is  the  case  ) , would  not  the  above  explanat¬ 
ion  fit  ?  "  . 

(12)  Another  graduate, now  a  Forest  Supervisor  in  B.C. 

writes  : -  "I  always  attended  your  lectures  with  interest, 
for, to  me  they  were*  amongst  the  most  useful  and  practical 
of  the  subjects.  Ant^  criticism  on  Mensuration, is , I  think, 
unfounded.  To  me, your  direct  proof  and  derivations  of  the 
formulae  were  always  explicit .  Moreover, you  gave  consider¬ 

able  practice  in  the  field  which  I  have  found  useful  since. 

"  Utilization  is  a  difficult  subject  to  present  in 
detail  because  of  the  extent  of  the  subject  and  the  shortness 
of  the  course.  You, however,  gave  a  comprehensive  coiirse; 
bringing  out  the  various  subjects  and  phases  of  Utilization, 
stating  various  methods  (  practical  and  theoretical ), machinery , 
costs  of  production, etc  ." 

"  Protection  was  a  short  course  of  ten  or  twelve 
lectures  in  which  you  brought  forth  the  various  methods  of 
fire  protection  and  coping  with  conditions--which  was  about 
all  that  could  be  done  in  this  line, since  local  conditions 
(as  I  have  found  since)  will  always  be  the  factors  governing 
the  fire  question". 


"  I  would  like  to  see  special 
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stress  put  upon  subjects  bearing  upon  the  demands  of  the  day. 
Here, several  lumbermen  claim  that  they  would  employ  trained 
foresters  if  they  were  more  practical  " . 

(13)  In  this  connection  , I  would  also  quote  another  of 

the  Toronto  graduates  who  now  has  a  thorough  grasp  of  Can¬ 
adian  forest  conditions  from  Halifax  to  Victoria  and  has  de¬ 
veloped  a  positive  genius  for  the  organization  of  field 
work  on  a  large  scale.  This  man  writes  "  You, of  all  the 
Toronto  Forestry  Staff, are  the  only  man  who  has  shown  enough 
interest  to  enquire  of  employers  and  endeavour  to  develop 
your  students  along  practical  lines  ". 

Speaking  of  the  course  as  a  whole, a  Forest  Super¬ 
visor  in  British  Columbia  and  another  in  the  Dominion  Service 
have  this  to  say.  The  former  (  Ho.  5)  writes  : - 

H  The  forestry  course  is  weak  in  comparison  with, 
(similar)  courses  in  other  Universities.  This  weakness  is 
apparent  to  the  greatest  extent  in  Logging  Engineering  and 
in  the  ordinary  rudiments  of  Surveying --which  are  most  necess¬ 
ary.  Mr.  Tredgold  is  all  right, but  I  think  the  weakness 

is  the  fault  of  the  member  of  the  Forestry  Faculty , whoever 
he  may  be, who  draw's  up  the  schedule  of  work  which  Mr.  Tred- 
gcld  covers.  The  man  who  did  it  is  not  practical  in  his  know¬ 
ledge  and  does  not  understand  what  is  most  required  ". 

The  other  man  (  Ho.  4)  says  :-  "  The  engineering 

side  of  our  course  at  Toronto  has  often  been  discussed  at 
gatherings  of  the  graduates  of  different  classes, and  the  con¬ 
clusion  reached  has  always  been  that  we  felt  ourselves  very 
deficient  in  those  subjects  which  are  most  required  in  the 
field.  I  do  not  think  this  deficiency  has  been  blamed 
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particullarly  to  any  one  person.  Personally, I  have  always 
thought  that  if  the  whole  point  of  view  of  the  course  were 
shifted  a  little  so  that  more  technical  training  could  he 
given, we  would  he  much  better  able  to  cope  with  the  problems 
that  face  us  now  ", 


This,  Mr.  President , expresses  the  whole -difficulty 


in  a  nut-shell , and  I  respectfully  ask  that  you  inquire  fully 
into  /the  Forestry  curriculum  laid  down  and  the  character  of 
the  teaching  in  each  subject- -my  own  included. 


Believe  me, 


Yours  respectfully, 


February  3rd,  1914 


Au  H.  D.  Boss,  f*so., 

Faculty  of  Forestry, 

University  of  Toronto. 

Dear  br.  Ross': 

I  have  received  your  letter  of  January  29th  in 
answer  to  mine.  '.Vo all  you  Kindly  send  me  a  ccDy  of  tne  letter 
which  you  addressed  to  the  students  iron  wnon  you  received  reolies? 
It  will  rather  helo  me  in  estimating  the  neanin^  of  their  answers., 
as  you  have  ?iven  them  to  me  in  your  memorandum. 

Yours  sincerely, 


Frssi dent 


Au  H.  D.  Ros3,  Fog., 

Faculty  of  Forestry. 


Fetruary  oth,  1914 


Dear  Wr.  Ross: 

I  have  real  ovem*  the  letters  that  you  brought  me  yesterday 
in  answer  to  those  that  you  sent  out  to  the  graduates  or  the  Faculty  ol 
Forestry.  There  are  among  the  letters  copies  ot  several  of  your  own 
letters  and  Iron  these  1  was  able  to  Miner  in  general  the  character  of  the 


Questions  that  you  asked.  As  T  have  raaa  both  your  own  letters  and  the 


replies  1  « it  more  convinced  than  ever  that  it  will  te  impossible  for  you  to 


regain  on  the  Faculty  along  with  Dean  Fernow.  Tne  attitude  that  you  have 
taken  towards  him  in  tne  letters  i  o  graduates  makes  that  a  necessity,  and 
on  the  other  hand,  as  T  told  you  yesterday,  the  re  slid®  from  the  graduates 


are  not  ot  that  character  which  would  enable  me  to  uphold  your  position  as 
over  against  that  of  the  Dean.  T  must  therefore  in  accordance  with  my 


former  letter  say  that  1  cannot  send  in  a  nomination  tor  your  reappointment 


at  the  first  of  next  July 


I  am, 


Yours  sincerely, 


President. 


32  Kendal  Avenue , Toronto ,Ont . 

April  25,1914 


Dear  President  Falconer 

I  feel  that  I  should  not  he-  allowed 
to  retire  from  the  Faculty  of  Forestry  in  the  manner  proposed 
in  your  letter  of  January  30th, and  this  afternoon  laid  the 
whole  matter  before  Sir  Edmund  Walker  who  most  courteously 
offered  to  see  you  and  endeavour  to  find  some  way  of  removing 
the  stigma  which  wrongfully  has  "been  placed  upon  my  work. 


The  way  the  matter  stands  at  present,!  feel  that 


I  am  retiring  under  a  cloud  and  that  my  chance  of  securing  a 
similar  position  elsewhere  would  he  seriously  prejudiced. 


This  opinion  is  "based,  upon  the  fact  that  Dean 


Fernow’s  attitude  towards  myself  has  recently  counted  heavily 
against  my  securing  employment  elsewhere. 


Since  writing  you, on  the  29th  of  January,!  have 


received  a  couple  of  letters  from  men  in  the  field  and  am 
sending  you  the  fifteen  letters  referred  to  in  my  memorandum 
to  Sir  Edmund, "because  I  am  pledged  not  to  reveal  the  names 
of  these  men  to  anyone  "but  yourself.  As  I  am  leaving  for 
the  coast  Sunday  night ,  I  would  ask  you  to  "be  good  enough  to 
return  these  letters  to  32  Kendal  Avenue  instead  of  the  Botany 
and  Forestry  Building. 


Yours  r e sp e c t f ul ly . 


Believe  me, 


To  be  attached  to  <aipp wm$  memorandum  to  the  President. 

#  #  4  ########### 

(  14)  Another  graduate  in  the  British  Columbia  Porest 
Service  writes  "The  most  valuable  part  of  the  course, so  far  as 
practical  utility  goes, was  the  summer  employment.  Instruction 
in  the  woods  is  valuable  but  is  no  substutute  for  field,  prac¬ 
tice  in  cruising  in  which  s  real  responsibility  is  involved". 

Speaking  of  the  lack  of  field  practice  in  Utilization, 
he  says  "  I  agree  with  you  that  the  practice  of  other  forest 
schools  in  this  respect  is  better  adapted  to  the  needs  of  the 
average  student  than  is  that  at  Toronto.  Here  .too , actual  em¬ 
ployment  would  undoubtedly  prove  far  superior  to  mere  obser¬ 
vation,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  it  will  be  found  practicable 
to  make  such  employment ( in  mill , logging  or  woodworking  estab¬ 
lishment)  an  actual  port  of  the  course".. 

(15).  A  graduate  in  the  employ  of  the  Dominion  Bo rest 
Service  in  Alberta  writes  "  I  feel  that  these  subj ects(Borest 
Mensuration  and  Borest  Utilization)  as  you  presented  them  in 
the  class  room  were  as  good  as  could  be  expected  in  the  time 
given, andespeciallv  in  the  limited  time  allowed  for  field. 


work.  That  you  need,  in.  my  opinion,  is  not  an  improvement  in 
quality  but  in  bulk, and  this  lack  of  time  I  realize  is  not 
your  fault# 


SHttiiteraiig  ixf 

PRESIDENT'S  OFFICE. 


Vr.  A).  B.  D.  Ross  has  for  seven  years  served 
the  University  of  Toronto  in  the  Faculty  of  Forestry  faithfully  and 
to  the  best  of  his  ability  while  the  Faculty  was  in  the  stage  of 
organisation  and  early  development.  Be  taught  mensurat ion,  protection, 
and  utilisation,  and  for  part  of  the  tine  was  in  charge  of  the  practice 
camp  during  the  spring  and  fall  months,  and  he  has  presented  to  ire 
letters  frotr  students  appreciative  of  his  work.  After  these  seven 
years  it  has  been  decided  to  give  more  emphasis  to  certain  phases  of 
the  teaching  in  the  Faculty  the  necessity  for  which  has  bsen  revealed 
by  our  experience.  Vr.  Ross  has  therefore  resigned  his  position,  but 

to-*-' 

he  carries  with  him  our  good  will  and  hope  that  he  will  soon  find 
employment  such  as  his  experience  with  us  may  have  fitted  him  for. 


May  14th,  1914 


A-.  H.  D.  Ross;,  Esq.!, 

32  Kendall  Avenue;,  Toronto. 

Dear  Mr.  Ross1: 

Since  receiving  your  letter  of  April  29tn  I  have  nad  several 

conversations  with  Sir  Edtrund  Walker  and  I  have  also  again  talked  the 

* 

Question  over  with  Dean  E'ernow.  The  Dean  assures  tre  that  he  na3  used  no 
influence  whatever  to  prevent  your  getting  entploytrent  elsewhere,  and  indeed 
he  would  be  glad  to  help  you  to  get  encloyirent .  1  nay  say  that  it  has  teen 

to  ire  a  very  painful  duty  to  all  concerned  to  take  the  action  T  have  after 

I  received  the  views  held  by  the  Dean  and  trailing  inouiries  of  uy  own. 

I  have  dratted  a  letter  which  I  hone  tray  be  of  sotre  service 

to  you,  and  if  you  will  send  tie  your  resignation  1  will  send  you  a  fortial 

letter  embodying  this  drart.  In  that  way  I  should  think  that  your 
position  night  be  trade  easier  and  possibly  it;/  letter  tray  be  of  servicetto 
you.  I  atr  returning  to  32  Kendal  Avenue  the  correspondence  that  you  sent 

tie.  With  kind  regards:,  I  air;, 

Yours  sincerely, 


President. 


Mr.  As.  B.  D.  Ross  has  for  seven  years  served 
the  University  of  Toronto  in  the  Faculty  of  Forestry  faithfully  and 
to  the  best  of  nis  ability  while  the  Faculty  was  in  the  stage  of 
organisation  and  early  development .  He  taught  rrensurat ion,  protection, 
and  utilisation,  and  for  cart  of  the  time  was  in  charge  of  the!  practice 
camp  during  the  soring  and  fall  months',  and  he  has  presented  to  me 
letters  from  students  appreciative  of  his  work.  After  these  seven 
years  it  has  been  decided  to  give  more  emphasis  to  certain  phases  of 
the  teaching  in  the  Faculty,  the  necessity  for  whicn  has  been  revealed 
by  our  experience.  Mr.  Ross  has  tnersfore  resigned  his  position,  bu$ 
he  carries  with  him  our  good  will  and  we  nope  that  ne  will  soon  find 
employment  such  as  nis  experience  with  us  may  have  fitted  him  for. 


Juiif  lcth:,  1914 


At.  h.  IX  Ros3!, 

tlnvernerel,  B.C. 

Dear  Vr.  Ross': 

II  as  sending  you  the  letter  a3  you 
reauest;,  which  !I  hope  will  ce  of  service  tc  you. 

I  none  that  you  will  scon  get  a  congenial  position. 

Yours  sincerely,, 


Pres  inert . 


TO  WROV  :iT  VAY  CCNCFRN*: 


<D 


During  the  tiara  tnat  the  faculty  of  Forestry  in  the 
University  of  Toronto  was  in  the  stage  of  organisation  and  early 
development  Vr.  At.  H.  D.  Ross  taught  the  subjects  of  Forest  Vensura- 
tioi:,  Forest  Utilisation  and  Forest  Protection  and  faithfully  oerf ortrea 
nis  duties  to  the  best  of  his  ability.. 

During  cart  ot  this  tine  he  was  also  in  charge  of  the 
practice  catir  during  the  spring  arc  fall  norths:,  ana  he  has  presented 
to  ne  letters  Iron  graduates  appreciative  of  his  wora. 

As  our  experience  has  revealed  the  necessity  of  placing 
nore  enpnasis  upon  certain  phases  cf  the  teaching  in  the  Faculty  of 
Forestry,,  Vr.  Ross  has  therefore  resigned  his  pos.it ion  of  Lecturer:, 
cut  carries  with  hint  our  good  will  and  the  nope  that  ne  will  soon  find 
sucn  enploynent  as  his  experience  with  us  nay  have  fitted  hin  for. 


President . 


June  12th,  1914. 


/ 


Invermere ,B.C 


U 


4T 


June  8,1914. 

Dear  President  Falconer 

Your  letter  of  May  14th  has  been  for¬ 
warded  to  me  here, and  I  am  sorry  to  have  given  you  so  much  trouble 
over  the  matter.  As  far  as  my  future  is  concerned , however , it  is 
a  much  more  serious  matter  than  you  seem  to  realise, and  I  could 
not  do  otherwise  than  write  you  as  I  did  on  May  29th. 

1 

As  regards  the  enclosed  draft  of  your  proposed  letter, 
it  seems  to  me  that, if  used  in  its  present  form, it  would  simply 
place  matters  in  a  worse  light  than  at  present. 

May  I  therefore  respectfully  suggest  that  it  be 
arranged  in  some  such  form  as  the  following  ? 

'r  During  the  time  that  the  Faculty  of  Forestry  in  the 
University  of  Toronto  was  in  the*  stage  of  organization  and 
early  development  Mr.  A.H.D.Ross ,M.A. ,M.F. , taught  the  subjects 
of  Forest  Mensuration,Forest  Utilization  and  Forest  Protection 
and  faithfully  performed  his  duties  to  the  best  of  his  ability. 

During  part  of  this  time  he  was  also  in  charge  of  the 
practice  camp  during  the  spring  and  fall  months, and  he  has 
presented  to  me  letters  from  graduates  appreciative  of  his  work. 

As  our  experience  has  revealed  the  necessity  of  placing 
more  emphasis  upon  certain  phases  of  the  teaching  in  the  Faculty 
of  Forestry, Mr.  Ross  has  therefore  resigned  his  position  of' 
Lecturer, but  carries  with  him  our  good  will  and  the  hope  that 
he  will  soon  find  such  employment  as  his  experience  with  iis  may 
have  fitted  him  for  TT. 


Yours  respectfully, 

M 


Believe  me. 


A.  H.  D.  Ross  has  for  seven  years  served 
the  University  of  Toronto  in  the  Faculty  of  Forestry  faithfully  and 
to  the  best  of  nis  ability  while  the  Faculty  was  in  the  stage  of 
organisation  and  early  developirent .  Re  taught  nrensurat ion,  protection 
and  utilisation,  and  for  part  of  the  tirre  was  in  charge  of  the-  practice 
catrp  during  the  spring  and  fall  ironths,  and  he  has  presented  to  ne 
letters  froir  students  appreciative  of  his  work.  After  these  seven 
years  it  has  been  decided  to  give  trore  eitphasis  to  certain  phases  of 
the  teaching  in  the  Faculty,  the  necessity  for  which  has  been  revealed 
by  our  experience.  Mr.  Rcss  has  therefore  resigned  his  position,  but 
he  carries  with  him  our  good  will  and  we  hope  that  he  will  soon  find 
errployirert  such  as  his  experience  with  us  nay  have  fitted  him  for. 


